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tried to preserve a separate organisation of the Jewish workers, as opposed to their Polish and Russian comrades, including mutual strike-breaking and ousting each other from employment,1 and defended the Sabbath and similar elements of the traditional Jewish way of life.2 Caucasian Right-wing Socialists demanded, apart from the regional autonomy upon which all Socialists were agreed, personal-cultural autonomy for the various peoples inhabiting that hotchpotch of nationalities, and provoked Stalin's satirical question whether Socialists were bound to preserve such " national specialities" as the self-flagellation of the Trans-caucasian Tatars at certain Mohammedan festivals, or the Georgian vendetta.3 The Brno nationalities programme of Austrian Social Democracy, or rather its interpretation by Renner and Bauer in the sense of cultural personal autonomy,4 formed a platform for all elements within Russian Social Democracy opposed to the Bolshevist point of view, whether they desired to replace the slogan of national self-determination, i.e., of a revolutionary break-up of the Tsarist empire, by more moderate demands for the mere cultural autonomy of hitherto oppressed nationalities, or sought cooperation with their respective bourgeois nationalists, and therefore defended, if not self-flagellation and the vendetta, yet at least the Jewish Sabbath, strike-breaking against Polish workers, and anti-Armenian demonstrations. The two attitudes were not necessarily incompatible : one might easily at the same time oppose a revolution against Tsarism, and one's own Armenian, Mohammedan, or Polish fellow-workers. Therefore the Bolsheviks criticised the Austrian nationalities programme for two reasons : its lack of revolutionary opposition to the Austrian State,5 and the readiness of the Austrian Socialists to organise nationalism in the form of personal cultural autonomy, i.e., to cooperate with the national bourgeoisie, and thereby split
1 Stalin, op. tit., p. 40.                                   2 ibid., pp. 36-7.
3 ibid., p. 29.                                                  4 See above, pp. 213 IF.
5 ibid.., pp. 20 fT. Stalin here restricts himself to stating that the basic assumptions of the nationalities policy of Austrian Social Democracy., the desire to preserve the multi-national state and to achieve reforms by parliamentary means, were entirely different from the Russian situation as judged by all Socialists, and that therefore a theory which fitted Austria could not fit the Russian conditions. It ought to be remarked that Lenin (see Vol. IV, pp. 261-2) also seems to have tended to a rather optimistic estimate of the possibility of Austria's overcoming her national difficulties by peaceful reform. Stalin in 1913 (as distinct from his post-War writings) directly criticised the Austrians only in so far as they clearly made suggestions for other multinational states apart from Austria (see Stalin3 op. cit., p. 26). In this connection he criticised their theory of the nation and their replacement of the claim for national self-determination, by the much narrower one of mere national autonomy
(p. 26).